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CONFIDENTIAL s^r t 
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KEMORAiBDJf ?CMm Ooloael {Sheffield Bfeerds 

SUBJECT* Sjut Jfewoirandtsa of $ Docent or 

ftscistry 3-SHB6 


1, Hilo the subject memursmdua, doalirg ac It *4*| a*a sit tba 
eleven . prlfsary otjaatiree of our sttctatiSC:* iib ; 03ti£afiio*j, nac, It <>s» : 
avoid in rtre instates tif*s iTtU* i>|i j 1* 4 08:1 ‘ ‘ 

met Hint I cc ms iAsr to r.s tie primary prot-km astro*- tateo ’•*' t alt 
security r«f>iaels. 

2* Our pros i at practice, ahem an a jpllcant is ext clear si* it 
to infers the spoliuar.t that the jol Aar *M^a ho *aS ieHii t «reit. 
has boon tUatoatad* Ruts is in taset asses & palpd/lelfalsoti ou, . 
eases short a croMltant is Involved or siw»c th* epftlioant ft a ten 
pyprisl :Sflut| ly cismftKl or In a pood or rtnox’e sa in -.so »{ i eii * toil *-*■! n 
the Ag ency* tis.- story does ret even have the cover f truth. 

3* Shat is needed, in tsy onieiea, is aot a states tnt to 
applicant** of T/hat a socarita- dear-moo covers* V.*»t & |laas:lft‘,e 
statement pt ir^cBtiys-tion djeotiffess and criteria* failure t » 
neet shiest cannot ft a construed by the apoliOaat m a rffloctl m 
upon his 2jbya!fty # tHuetworthlnesa or mar ala* In siipll lan $ »m, 
se aaet fijid on additional Jfid credible statm^nt to site to 
security bum <iowns vtiieh sill ©loss the sat ! ier# flur present 
method of handling such cases is not ads It. 

li» X seariovaly feel that the reading to an a# Client >i till 
criteria ml forth In the aiA-jeft aenessndua si Id »«Uto tv«n r. > re 
diff icul t the problem of rotations situ an 4 •>? lioaei at c is r it 
cleared. As fonp is Security is unwilling to discs ut H fch m 
applicant the ;ba*±f far a security refssal* it is input tff^fc t ion 
the egga mjta tiaa from the point of vie* of fiiik talstixms to 
find a plausible story whi eh sill satisfy tie appHoent., To* i e* 
of our aetfsrity refesaU ere on a clear fctaf* and taeta has is . ttvt 
proposed tgTpreaeh is adject to the. c* Jc-ctltn that ofcot* you 3 1st 
specifics you ladle on eUdisatlon ftic by unsMoeseiU sp.U icai t.i 
putting yourself rifht bask into the poritian you wm t to !r ™ ld - 
namely* that of besag pret-sed to specify exact groe-"JCia. 
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5>* A along the lines on 


to m to ftec«toli*h sooh lacrc and to Sr.rolt- 
risk of ham tl*n IS-t-at tot forth in the subject teagoroftdhte* 


' seitfranctir 

inila.'.tei f lost 
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9 December 19* 2 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Mr. Hedden 

SUBJECT: Security's proposed memorandum 

of Advice to Applicants 


For such interest or use as it may be to you as a 
parallel to your memorandum to Colonel Edwards on the 
subject, I submit the following comments on the proposed 
Security memorandum: 

Paragraph 

of 

XfcS Memo, G o m m e n t 


1. Very weak, a ’’We're against Sin." paragraph. 

What applicant could be expected to assume 
the contrary? 


2. The approach is wrong. That is, once you 
list specifics you incite an elimination 
game by unsuccessful applicants - putting 
yourself right back into the position you 
want to avoid, namely, that of being pressed 
to specify exact grounds. 

3. This is redundant: there would be no point 

to making investigations were the results of 
those investigations not "carefully weighed." 

h. No Conjnent, 

5. Undesirable for the reason given in number 2 

above. 


AIG/WG: jck 


25X1 


Approved For Release 2006/12/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731 R001 700280001 -7 




